
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 6521April 14, 1999
funding requests so that we might have 
additional loan authority funded. The 
request is for $152 million and it is part 
of the supplemental appropriations bill 
sent up by the White House; $109 mil-
lion of that would make $1.1 billion in 
additional lending authority available 
to farmers, $42 million so that the 
USDA could actually hire additional 
staff to process these applications and 
get the money out. 

Here is what has happened. In light 
of the collapse in commodity prices, 
farmers have had terrible losses. As 
they sit down with their regular bank-
ers, they are unable to show cash flow 
and, therefore, unable, ineligible in 
many cases, for the financing that they 
had otherwise expected. 

Now there are programs available for 
these farmers, FSA lending programs, 
direct lending programs, USDA loan 
guarantee programs, but because so 
many have had trouble in lending in 
the normal course, they have come to 
the USDA and overwhelmed the re-
sources available for those USDA 
loans. 

Right now North Dakota, we have a 
backlog. We do not have enough money 
to meet the loan need now and it is an-
ticipated that that loan need is going 
to increase dramatically over the next 
few days. There is $4.4 million in unmet 
loan need that has come into the North 
Dakota FSA offices over the last 2 days 
alone. This is a crisis, and it is a crisis 
with a very narrow window of time for 
us to address. 

If a farmer cannot get the crop in the 
ground in the spring, the money com-
ing along here in July or August is not 
going to do a lick of good. The window 
is gone. They have lost the chance to 
plant, and for these operators that 
means they have lost the farm. 

I would say to my colleagues, please 
let us move this supplemental appro-
priation request along. Everyone 
knows of the urgent straits in farm 
country, not just in North Dakota or 
South Dakota but throughout the 
country, and we must respond to this 
by getting that loan guarantee money 
replenished so that it can get out to 
the farmers so they can get their crop 
in the ground this spring, so they don’t 
lose their farms. 

It is as simple as that. It is very 
straightforward. This is a body that 
unfortunately sometimes cannot oper-
ate very quickly, but there is just no 
mistake. The urgency is now. We have 
to act. Failure to act is going to mean 
a lot more auction bills and that, in 
each instance, is a tragedy.

NOW WE DON’T HAVE TO WONDER ANYMORE 
Bismarck, N.D.—On June 15, near 

Mayville, N.D., there will be another farm 
auction—just another farm auction—barely 
noticed by most in these days of collapsing 
agriculture as we know it. Just another sale 
bill. 

Just another gathering of neighbors, fam-
ily, friends and buyers—buyers who realize 
that with all sales at this time, there should 

be some pieces of equipment useful to them 
that will go at a bargain price. Friends and 
neighbors will come to offer moral support 
and experience the friendly social atmos-
phere that is unique to rural America. Fam-
ily members will come to witness the end of 
the family tradition. 

Last year was the 120th crop planted and 
harvested since the original homestead was 
taken in 1878. Some of the family members 
want to witness the auction as a closure, 
similar to attending a funeral for a loved 
one. Sometimes it takes an event to provide 
acceptance of what has happened. 

For many years we have seen hundreds of 
sale bills, been to auctions and wondered 
what these folks were going through—what 
they were feeling. I’m sure that for most it 
was every bit as difficult as it is now for us. 
I would guess that after the initial sense of 
failure and depression, there is an uneasy 
sense of relief that the hopelessness can now 
be dismissed and energies can be devoted to 
something positive. 

Now we don’t have to wonder anymore. 
The initial feelings have come and gone. The 
personal feelings have been pushed aside for 
the most part—at least on the surface. Now 
the business decisions must take over. Emo-
tions will have to give way to the matters at 
hand. The plans on how to best organize and 
handle preparations for the sale are now a 
priority. 

Occasionally regrets surface, and I wonder 
what we could have done differently to have 
avoided the present situation. What did my 
grandparents do when faced with the perils 
of pioneer life at the turn of the century? 
What did my parents do when they were 
faced with hard times prior to and during the 
depression of the 1930s? 

The accounts of their struggles are fresh 
on my mind. I listened intently as they de-
scribed how drought, rust and low prices 
nearly pushed them over the edge. Only hard 
work, hope, determination and a strong faith 
sustained them. Faith in God and in a soci-
ety that would ultimately rescue America 
from a bad situation. They endured and per-
severed. And with the help of federal farm 
programs at the last, even prospered. 

This came at a time when the world 
seemed to care about its food supply and 
those who produced it. As time passed and a 
degree of prosperity continued some became 
frustrated with the aspect and methods of 
supply management. A bit of arrogance told 
some that we no longer needed any help from 
the federal government and that we could 
handle things now. 

The commodity traders, food processors 
and exploiters of the ag sector of our econ-
omy could now have their way. Congress lis-
tened to the wrong people—those whose in-
terests were not supportive of farm families. 
A non farm bill called ‘‘Freedom to Farm’’ 
was crafted and passed over the objections of 
our rural congressional delegations. This, 
along with the years of crop disease, bad for-
eign trade policies and apathetic citizens, all 
contributed to our present situation. 

Our country has never experienced overall 
hunger. Many European countries have, and 
they appreciate and protect their agriculture 
producers. We have been scolded for not 
being efficient. We have been told to produce 
more—we have. We have been told to market 
smarter—we have. We have been told to ex-
pand—we have. 

None of this helps without a equitable 
price. In the Legislature we have attempted 
in a small way to address the problems with 
the proposals forwarded by the Commission 
on the Future of Agriculture. Nearly all pro-

posals have been defeated by the Republican 
majority. 

What now? Do we in the North Dakota 
Legislature turn our backs on the No. 1 in-
dustry in our state and let what is left crum-
ble further? Or do we put some plans forward 
to help solve the problems at the state level? 
It may already be too late to ask Congress 
for help given the demographics of our rural/
urban population split. Are we going to offer 
any hope that we are willing to save agri-
culture as we know it? 

It is too late for some of us. But it is still 
not too late for North Dakota. We must use 
what we have left of this session to get to 
the business of supporting rural families and 
communities. 

f 

THE PRESENCE OF SQUALENE IN 
SICK GULF WAR VETS SHOULD 
BE INVESTIGATED BY THE DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
METCALF) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, I am 
here today to address an issue of crit-
ical importance to many of our con-
stituents. Over a year ago, my office 
was contacted by several veterans and 
others who were concerned about re-
ports that the presence of antibodies 
for squalene had been discovered in 
blood samples of sick Gulf War vet-
erans. 

How could squalene antibodies show 
up in the bodies of Gulf War veterans? 
Squalene is a component of adjuvant 
formulations used in some experi-
mental vaccines but not in any li-
censed vaccines. It has not been li-
censed. 

An adjuvant is a toxic substance in-
corporated into a vaccine to accel-
erate, enhance or prolong specific im-
mune responses. 

After my initial inquiries, I deter-
mined that it would be prudent to ask 
the GAO to conduct an investigation to 
determine the facts surrounding these 
disturbing reports. 

With over 100,000 of our Gulf War era 
veterans suffering, I believed it was im-
perative that we provide them with the 
truth regarding this issue. If there was 
nothing to substantiate the assertions, 
then we should be able to report those 
findings back to the veteran’s commu-
nity and move on with the search to 
provide them with the best possible 
treatment for Gulf War illnesses. 

GAO’s report, recently released to 
me, is very disturbing and raises an in-
creased number of serious questions. 
Its title, ‘‘Gulf War Illnesses: Questions 
About the Presence of Squalene Anti-
bodies in Veterans can be Resolved,’’ 
indicates that we can get to the truth 
about squalene. 

The GAO report’s conclusion is trou-
bling and demands immediate atten-
tion. The GAO recommended that the 
Department of Defense should act now 
to expand on the research already con-
ducted. The GAO found that inde-
pendent research had been undertaken 
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using valid scientific measures, which 
has found the presence of squalene in 
sick Gulf War vets. 

They interviewed the dedicated im-
munologist who headed the project and 
the respected lead researcher from 
Tulane University in New Orleans who 
developed the test which provided 
these results. Their inquiry led them to 
vaccine experts who confirmed the va-
lidity of the methods used. 

After a thorough investigation, the 
GAO determined that the quality of 
the independent research demands, de-
mands that the Department of Defense 
aggressively pursue these findings. 

Specifically, the report states that 
DOD should conduct research designed 
to replicate or dispute the independent 
research results that revealed the pres-
ence of squalene antibodies in the 
blood of ill Gulf War veterans. If DOD’s 
research affirms the presence of these 
antibodies, additional research must be 
conducted, designed to assess the sig-
nificance of that finding. 

The Department of Defense response 
to these recommendations has been un-
conscionable. They have stated that 
since they did not use squalene as an 
adjuvant during the Gulf War, there is 
no reason to test for it at this time. 
That is ducking the issue completely. 
They are willing to wait possibly for a 
year or more until the research is pub-
lished to determine whether or not it 
warrants further review. 

Considering the suffering of so many 
of our brave men and women who are 
living daily with the painful con-
sequences of their service to our Na-
tion, I cannot comprehend the DOD’s 
reluctance. Over $100 million, $100 mil-
lion, has been spent on investigating 
Gulf War illnesses, with little success. 
Surely, we can find a few thousand dol-
lars to replicate or dispute the research 
results. We owe the veterans the truth. 

Recently we have seen journalistic 
investigations examining this issue. 
Additional concerns have been raised 
by Gary Matsumoto in Vanity Fair and 
Paul Rodriguez of Insight Magazine. 

We must exercise our constitutional 
oversight role to unravel this mystery 
and provide a clear presentation of the 
facts. 

I have asked the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. SPENCE), the 
chairman of the Committee on Armed 
Services, and the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. STUMP), the chairman of the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, to 
hold a joint hearing regarding the re-
sults of the GAO report. I believe it is 
essential to hear firsthand from the 
GAO investigators and obtain answers 
from DOD officials and others under 
oath to many of the questions that re-
main outstanding. 

It is imperative that DOD cooperate. 
We must find the truth wherever the 
next step leads. 

REPORT FROM THE U.S. DEPART-
MENT OF STATE ON HUMAN 
RIGHTS PRACTICES 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Okla-
homa (Mr. COBURN) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. Speaker, I wanted 
to take a few minutes tonight. I know 
via C–SPAN that this is going to be 
very hard for the people at home to 
read but I think it shows a tremendous 
problem that we have in our foreign 
policy and how that policy is being car-
ried out. 

I want to just read it verbatim. What 
this is is listings taken directly from 
the U.S. Department of State’s 1998 
Human Rights Practices Report. 

The Department of State is required 
by law to assess human rights viola-
tions ongoing in countries that we 
have dealings with. 

There are two countries here that are 
listed, and we have significant involve-
ment, ongoing today, with these two 
countries. If I may, under country A, 
this government’s human rights record 
worsened significantly and there were 
problems in many areas, including 
extrajudicial killings, murders, dis-
appearances, torture, brutal beatings 
and arbitrary arrests and detentions. 
Country B, the government’s human 
rights record deteriorated sharply be-
ginning in the final months of this last 
year with a crackdown against orga-
nized political dissent. Abuses included 
instances of extrajudicial killings, tor-
ture, mistreatment of prisoners, forced 
confessions, arbitrary arrests and de-
tention, lengthy incommunicado de-
tention and denial of due process. 

Second area, country A, the govern-
ment infringed on the citizen’s right to 
privacy. The same thing, country B, 
the government infringed on the citi-
zen’s right to privacy. 

Number three, under country A, the 
government severely restricted the 
freedom of speech and of the press. The 
same thing, country B, the government 
continued restrictions on the freedom 
of speech and of the press. 

The fourth area of concern, discrimi-
nation and violence against women re-
mained serious problems. Discrimina-
tion against religious and ethnic mi-
norities worsened during the year. 
Country B, discrimination against 
women, minorities and the disabled, vi-
olence against women, including coer-
cive family planning practices which 
sometimes included forced abortion 
and forced sterilization, prostitution, 
trafficking in women and children and 
abuse of children are all significant 
problems. 

Fifth area, the government infringed 
on the freedom of worship by minority 
religions and restricted freedom of 
movement. Country B, serious human 
rights abuses persisted in minority 

areas where restrictions on religion 
and other fundamental freedoms inten-
sified.

b 1915 
The sixth area, Country A, the police 

committed numerous serious and sys-
tematic human rights abuses. Country 
B, security police and personnel were 
responsible for numerous human rights 
abuses. 

What kind of countries are these? 
The first is a constitutional republic, 
the second is an authoritarian state. 
Country A happens to be Yugoslavia. 
Country B happens to be China. 

We are bombing Yugoslavia as I 
speak. We are courting China to the 
World Trade Organization. We give 
them MFN, most-favored-nation status 
privileges, in trading with us. 

Mr. President, Mr. Vice President, I 
call on you to have some consistency 
in our foreign policy. The human rights 
abuses are atrocious for both these 
countries. Our policy has to be con-
sistent. 

THE SOCIAL SECURITY TRUST FUND 
Now I would like to spend some time 

tonight talking about the problems 
that really face us. Today we did pass 
a budget. It is the first honest budget. 
I have been here, I am in my fifth year. 
I am a term-limited congressman. I 
have one year to go. 

This is the first budget that the Con-
gress of the United States has consid-
ered that is honest in comparison with 
the numbers for the people of this 
country. It is honest about what our 
problems are, it is honest about what 
the real numbers are in terms of 
money, and it speaks honestly about 
what our situations are financially. 

The social security trust fund is a 
definite problem for us. I think it is 
important that we understand how it 
works, because most of the people in 
my district still think there is real 
money in a trust fund. That is what it 
was intended to be, but in fact we have 
not used it that way, and it has not 
been done for 40 or 50 years. In fact, the 
money actually has been taken to use 
on other programs. 

What happens now is when we earn a 
salary, the money that is paid in by 
our employer or us directly, if we are 
self-employed, comes to the Federal 
Government. Excess money coming 
into social security that is above that 
which is paid out in social security 
benefits is used to pay for more spend-
ing, or pay off publicly-held debt. 

We have heard today a lot of people 
talk about paying off debt. If we pay 
off publicly-held debt by borrowing 
money from the social security, we 
have not changed our debt at all, we 
have just changed who we owe it to. We 
also change who is going to be sup-
plying the repayment of that debt. So 
we put IOUs in the trust fund that bear 
interest. 

We are not paying any of that back. 
As a matter of fact, we are actually 
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